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; right 



in. REMARKS 

Claims 1-29 are pending in this applicadon. 
1 8 and 23-25 have been amen^ied 
allowance of the presently claimed subject mattfer. 
correctness of the rejections and reserves the 
rejected claims not specilScally addressed. Further, 
scope of the subject matter of Uie 
priority to the instant application, 
respectfully requested. 

Entjry of this Amendmfent 



places the application in condition for allowanc- 



issues requiring further search 
for appeal. Accordingly, App 



as allegedly being anticipated 
Claims 6, 7, 9, 21, 22, 28 and 
unpatentable over Smith, Jr. 
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With regard to the 35 U.S 
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respect to independent claims 1, 
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to present 
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in a subsequent 
in view of the 



made i 
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to facilitate early 
not acquiesce in the 

arguments regarding any 
the right to pursue the full 
datent application that claims 
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contrast. 



teach providing a table having 
matrix of test data. Instead, th 
customi2ing files that have 
However, the customizing fileb 
table. Furthermore, the orderejd 
placeholder values and not as 
Smith, Jr. teach that its ordere<p 
row m atrix of test data. In 
test data for the software product. 
As such, the test data for the 
in an ordered list such as the 
Furtliermore^ unlike the order 
row matrix of "test data." As 
equivalent to the table as incliidec 
requests that the Office withdijaw 

With respect to claims 
also fails to teach that the test 
each include an actor that indi 
that indicates the location froip 
required to perform, one po$$ilt)le 
teach a table having test data 
customizing files. Col. 2, line|s 
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" Col. 2, lines 32-34. 
in an ordered list and not a 

having application-specific 
4ata." Thus, nowhere does 
that the table is a column- 
. . .providing a table having 
matrix of test data." Claim 1 . 
claimed invention is not merely 
Sr^iith, Jr., but is rather in a table, 
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files in Smith, Jr. is not 
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least one row of potential test 
test case includes an actor, a 
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For the above reasons, the test datja as included ia the claimed i 

>f Smith, Jr. Accordingly, 
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With regard to the 35 U.S 



combined references cited by ihe Office fail to 



claimed invention. For example. 



ordered list of customizing files o: 
be withdrawn. 

With respect to the Ofiice' s other argum 
herein incorporates the argumc^nts presented 
which the claims depend. Furtheiteore, Applicajnt 
allowable based on their own distmct features 
feature of the claimed invention, /Applicant respfectfully requests 



that the combined references fail to teach or suggest 



automation tooL 



that is automatically run by an 
explicitly disclose automatically rjunning the tcs 
Office states that, based on the background on 
ordinary skill at the time of the invention to i 
of thorough testing. However 
script generated by Smith, Jr., 
to be written in a macro langukge 
Col. 2, lines 8-22; FIG. 2. Fot 
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suggest 



: adiaits 



kiLown 



[Order tci 



properly 



references cited by the Office 
respectfully requests that the 

With respect to claims 
references fai) to teach or 
run by a user." The Office 
running the test script manui 
of software testing it is well 
step through a program in 
unsubstantiated and is not 
generated by Smitli, Jr., instea[i 
appears to be written in a macto 
FIG. 2. For the above stated 
documentation file that is 
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rv. CONCLUSION 

In light of the above, 
allowance. Should tlie Exainih^r 
condition for allowance, the 
representative at the number 



Alpplicant respectfiJUy 
require anything 
Ekaniiner is invitee 
listed below. 
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